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1. This Office action is in response to the amendment filed March 9, 201 1. Claims 1-7 are 
pending. The prior rejections have been withdrawn in view of the amendment and remarks. 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Regarding claims 1, 4, and 7, it is not clear what constitutes a remote control mode and a 
communications mode since the terms are not clearly defined in the specification. Further, there 
appears to be different remote control modes—one mode for controlling a particular device like a 
TV and another mode for programming the terminal to operate with particular devices. 

Regarding claim 2, the selected electronic product lacks an antecedent basis. It is not 
clear what is mean by setting a remote control mode suitable for the selected electronic product. 
The step is vague and indefinite. 

Regarding claim 3, the selecting steps appears to be in conflict with the selecting steps 
recited in claim 2. It is not clear what is meant by setting a remote control mode depending on 
the selected manufacturer. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nobusawa et 
al (2005/0054337). 

Regarding claim 1, the step of performing remote control functions by sending an 
infrared ray to a device is shown generally in Figure 2. This is considered the remote control 
mode. The reference also teaches that the portable controller functions as a wireless (i.e. 
cellular) phone. It is noted that the same keypad (see figures 3 and 6) is used for both remote 
control and phone functions. The reference does not explicitly teach switch between a remote 
control mode and a communications mode. However, since the same keypad is used for remote 
control functions and call dialing, it would have been obvious to switch between these modes to 
prevent unwanted consequences. For example, if both function operate simultaneously, the 
dialing of a number would result in unwanted functions on the controlled appliances. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to enable phone functions while disabling remote control functions. 
Similarly, when the phone receives an incoming call, it must activate the circuitry to receive the 
call to enable the phone functions. Further, when communications functions are not needed it 
would have been obvious to switch back to remote control functions to enable the other purpose 
of the device. 
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Regarding claim 2, Nobusawa does not teach steps for selecting a particular type of 
device to be controlled. It is well known in the remote control art that universal remote controls 
that are usable with a variety of devices from different manufactures may be programmed by 
selecting the particular device to be controlled. Upon selection of the device, the remote control 
will send command from a set of commands for controlling the particular device. It would have 
been obvious to use the particular steps to select the device to be controlled and then to control 
the device after it has been selected. This would allow the remote control in Nobusawa to 
control a wide variety of devices. The step of terminating the remote control function is obvious 
since there may be times when the remote control is not need or if the user desires phone 
functionality. 

Regarding claim 3, when a particular device to be controlled is input to the remote 
control, it is conventional for the device to load the command set into the remote control and to 
enable the remote control to send signals appropriate for the device. Thus, the selection steps are 
conventional for enabling control of specific devices. It would have been obvious to use these 
step to accomplish this conventional function. 

Regarding claim 4, all of the steps with the exception of the steps after returning to a 
remote control function have been addressed in claim 1 above. It would have been obvious to 
return to a remote control mode only after communication has ended since one would not require 
remote control functions until communications has stopped. Common sense would dictate that if 
one were to disable the remote control functions one would not longer have a need for this 
function and it would not be logical to return to this undesired state. 

Regarding claim 5, these steps have been addressed in prior claims. 
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Regarding claim 6, this claim is the apparatus equivalent to the method claims. Since the 
method has been shown to be obvious, the use of conventional means to accomplish these 
functions would also have been obvious. Also, see figure 2. 

Regarding claim 7, all the claimed limitations have been addressed in prior claims. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ALBERT WONG whose telephone number is (571)272-3057. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian A. Zimmerman can be reached on 571-272-3059. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Albert KWong/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2612 

May 22, 2011 



